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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Los Angeles County Drug Court Programs continue to provide innovative and necessary drug
treatment alternatives to residents of the County. Since the inception of the first Drug Court at the
Downtown Criminal Courts Building in 1994, over 7,200 individuals have availed themselves of the
treatment regimen offered through Drug Court. The Drug Court program in Los Angeles County
remains a model for drug court programs throughout the country.

Todate, 2814 participants have successfully completed and graduated from Community Drug Court
programs. The recidivism rate has increased by 4% to slightly over 29% . An additional 191 clients
have completed and graduated from the Sentenced Offender Program. This program has the lowest
recidivism rate of all the programs, at 17.8%. The two Juvenile Drug Court Programs, located in
Eastlake and Sylmar, have graduated a total of 105 program participants. The overall recidivism
rate for Eastlake is 20.8% and for Sylmar it is 26.9%. Collectively the highest percentage of
recidivism occurs within the first year following graduation. However, based on efforts
implemented last year, the first year recidivism rate has been reduced by 50% over the last year. .

Drug treatment programs required under Proposition 36 (enacted in 2001) compliment the more
rigorous treatment associated with Drug Court. Data indicates that defendants and their counsel may
seek the least restrictive of the two programs (Proposition 36). A significant number of Proposition
36 participants have now been terminated and placed in Drug Court programs. As a result of
Proposition 36, the clientele referred to Drug Court are more serious offenders than previously.

Funding for the Drug Court programs has remained the same during this fiscal year. However, both
post and pre-conviction drug courts are now required to provide detailed information on each
defendant including an indicated sentence term from the bench officer as well as the actual sentence
if the participant is terminated. The Drug Court Oversight Sub-Committee and the Countywide
Criminal Justice Coordination Committee (CCJCC) have been instrumental in providing additional
funding for urinalysis testing of drug court participants. The frequent testing is an essential element
of Drug Court and is key in enhancing the participants recovery program.

Training for the County’s Drug Court teams was provided with funding secured through the
Administrative Office of the Courts (the AOC). In collaboration with the U.C.L.A. Integrated
Substance Abuse Program a full-day conference was conducted for Adult Drug Court teams and a
second all-day conference was planned for August of 2004 for our Juvenile Drug Court teams. The
AOC funding was also used to co-sponsor the Third Annual Statewide Conference on Co-Occurring
Disorders on June 21 and 22, 2004 at the Long Beach Convention Center.




Judge Ellen DeShazer, pictured with Supervisor Don Knabe, was
commended by the Board of Supervisors on May 25, 2004 for her
contributions to the County’s Drug Court programs. The judge has
continuously presided over the Compton Drug Court since its
founding in July, 1998. She also chairs the Judges Roundtable
meetings, which are attended by judges presiding over Drug Courts

and Proposition 36 Courts.
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II. LOS ANGELES CO Y DRUG C TS 1994 - 2004

Drug Courts are unique in the criminal justice environment because they are built upon an intensive
collaborative relationship between criminal justice and drug treatment professionals (Appendix 1:
Key Elements of Drug Court). The resulting partnership has led to the development of a
comprehensive and extremely structured regimen of treatment and recovery services that center on
the authority of the court and personal involvement of the Drug Court Judge (Appendix 2: Drug
Court Phases). Through the creation of a non-adversarial courtroom atmosphere, the Judge heads
a team of court officers, staff and treatment counselors, all working in concert to support the
participant’s recovery. The Drug Court Program also provides a structure of intense supervision
based on frequent drug testing and court appearances. By closely monitoring participants, the court
is able to actively support the recovery process and react swiftly to impose appropriate therapeutic
sanctions or to reinstate criminal proceedings when participants cannot comply with the program.
Together, the Drug Court Judge, prosecutor, defense attorney, probation officer, and treatment
professionals maintain a critical balance of support, encouragement, supervision and authority.

In 1994, the Los Angeles Municipal Court and the Countywide Criminal Justice Coordination
Committee (CCJCC) established the County’s first Drug Court Program at the Downtown Criminal
Courts Building. Within two months, a second project was implemented at the Rio Hondo
Municipal Court in El Monte. These two pilot programs were not only the beginning of the Los
Angeles County Drug Court Program, they were also the genesis of a movement to revolutionize the
justice system response to drug addiction and crime.

Under the leadership of the Courts, District Attorney, Public Defender, Sheriff, Probation
Department, Alcohol and Drug Program Administration of the Department of Health Services and
Board of Supervisors, Drug Courts have successfully expanded beyond the first pilot sites to 14
locations throughout the County (Appendix 3: Drug Court Programs). Each of the programs is
independently operated by the sponsoring court, but all participate in a collaborative planning
process, share critical resources, and are bound by Countywide Standards and Practices and a
common data and case management system, known as the Drug Court Management Information
System (DCMIS). The County’s Drug Court Programs are recognized throughout the country for

their excellence. Collectively, they represent the nation’s first integrated multi-jurisdictional Drug
Court system.

Over the past decade, the courts and CCJCC have collaborated on the development and
implementation of 15 local Drug Court programs, (Appendix 10: Drug Court Program Organization
Chart). There are currently 12 fully operational adult Community Drug Court programs. The Drug
Court Program has completed the basic framework for a countywide system of programs that are
within reach of every community in Los Angeles County With the entire county’s population of
over 10.1 million residents now in a position to benefit from a drug court program, the goal of all
Drug Courts is now to increase the retention rate of participants and reduce the recidivism rate of
participants the first year after graduation.




In addition to its Community Drug Courts, the County also has three specialized Drug Court
programs. Two of these programs, the Sentenced Offender Program and the Sylmar Juvenile
Program, have been in operation since 1998. The Eastlake Juvenile Program was implemented in
July 2002. These programs are based on the fundamental principles and core elements of the
Community Drug Court System, but restructured to meet the unique needs and legal circumstances
of their respective participant populations.

Community Drug Courts

The County’s system of Community Drug Court Programs is predominately of the “pre-guilty plea”
diversion design which is intended to provide a treatment alternative to prosecution for non-violent
felony drug offenders. However, Community Drug Courts are now evolving into multi-track
program models which may include misdemeanor drug offenders and a variety of post-plea
participant categories, such as probation violators and defendants who have pled guilty as a condition
for admission into the program. For those who have entered guilty pleas, the entry of judgement in
their case is deferred until they successfully complete the 12-month Drug Court Program. For those
who fail the program, judgement on the guilty plea is entered and the case proceeds directly to the
sentencing phase. It is important to note the emergence of a trend of individuals who enter a Drug
Court Program as a result of being terminated from Proposition 36. This has lead to a steady
increase in the number of post-conviction Drug Court Participants. Admissions to Drug Court
increased by 14.7% from FY2001/2002 to FY 2002/2003. However, this year they decreased
slightly, by 3.93% (See appendix 4). During this period the number of graduates has decreased by
5.86% (from 478 to 449). Since their inception, the Community Drug Courts have graduated 2,814
participants, and have a 70.9% non-recidivism rate. Recidivism means a graduate has been
convicted of a misdemeanor or felony offense (sustained petition in the case of juveniles) following
graduation from drug court.

The twelve Drug Programs comprising the County’s Community Drug Courts are unique in their
ability to utilize the resources of that particular community and provide treatment services that are
unique to the participants and regional differences found in each drug court.

Antelope Valley Drug Court
Capacity of 30 Participants

Established in July 2002, the Antelope Valley Drug Court is the newest among the twelve
Community Drug Court programs. This Drug Court serves the Northern Section of the County.
Four individuals have successfully completed the program and graduated. During this fiscal year
new admissions have grown from eight to thirty and program participants average eighteen per
month. Eleven individuals were terminated from the program during this time period (See appendix
4, chart 1).




Compton Drug Court
Capacity of 100 Participants

The Compton Drug Court began in 1998
and has provided treatment services to the
residents of Compton and the surrounding
areas. Judge Ellen De Shazer is known for
the high expectations she places on the
participants and for stressing the
importance of educational and vocational
training to compliment the drug treatment
program. Since its inception, there have
been 254 graduates from the Compton
Drug Court, with a low recidivism rate of
21%. This year the Compton Drug Court
has increased program graduates by over
43%. New admissions have declined by
25.7% and the average number of
participants per month has decreased by
39%. Terminations have increased by 47%
(See appendix 4, chart 2).

The Compton Drug Court is also known for the celebrity speakers Judge De Shazer invites to
participate in the graduation ceremonies. Below are photos of Judge De Shazer, singer Chaka
Khan and singer/songwriter Smokey Robinson.




Criminal Justice Center (CJC) Drug Court
Capacity of 195 Participants

The flagship program of the community drug courts, the CJC Drug Court, began in the Los Angeles
Municipal Court in 1994. This program was named as a “Mentor Court” by the National Association
of Drug Court Professionals. As the first Drug Court Program in Los Angeles County, it sought to
provide an alternative to incarceration for defendants whose behavior was largely driven by their
addictions. The population serviced by this program is disproportionately disadvantaged
economically and socially. As such, the Drug Court Team has been required to be creative and
holistic in its approach to treatment and the providing of services. Treatment must also consist of
vocational and educational training to ensure that participants will have the necessary tools to be
self-sufficient and remain drug free. Since its inception, the program has graduated 789 participants.
While the CJC Drug Court was significantly impacted by Proposition 36 it appears that the program
is beginning to recover. In fiscal year 2003/2004 new admissions and participant levels have
increased slightly (by 5.6% and 1% respectively). Graduates have decreased by 31.9%, which is
consistent with last years’ drop in new admissions (see Appendix 4, chart 3).
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Judge Marcelita Haynes, a Drug Court graduate and Bruce Judge Marcelita Haynes, a program grm:l.ualc and Drug Court
Nicholson, IMPACT Drug and Alcohol Treatment Center. Treatment Provider Bruce Nicholson.

East Los Angeles Drug Court
Capacity of 95 Participants

The East Los Angeles Drug Court Program serves the residents of the Eastern Central Section of
both the City and County of Los Angeles. Since its inception in 1999, a total of 112 individuals have
successfully completed and graduated from the program. During fiscal year 2003/2004 there were
an additional 24 graduates, an increase of 100% over FY 2002-2003. The recidivism rate for this
program is jat 21%. While new admissions and the average number of program participants have
declined (by 20.5% and 23.6% respectively) this program has terminated 49% fewer clients than last
year. (See appendix 4, chart 4).




Inglewood Drug Court
Capacity of 110 Participants

Serving the South Bay Section of the County since 1997, the Inglewood Drug Court provides
treatment services to its diverse population. This year new admissions reached 125, a 38.9%
increase over FY 2002/2003. Average participant levels have increased by 8.4% to 100 per month.
There have been twenty eight new graduates and a total of 243 have completed the program since
its inception seven years ago. The recidivism rate is 26.3%. The Inglewood Drug Court, along with
several other Drug Court Programs, has created an alumni association. These post graduation groups
provide additional support for participants and are an essential element in assisting participants in
the transition back into society. Terminations rose from 48 to 83, which may be a reflection of the
change in clientele to individuals with much more severe addictions (See appendix 4, chart 5).

Judge Deborah Christian(2nd from right) is flanked by her drug court staff.

Long Beach Drug Court
Capacity of 30 Participants

Serving the Southern Section of the County, the Long Beach Drug Court began in July 2000. Within
its first year, the program had produced 30 graduates and 60% of those graduates remained
conviction free for a year after graduating. Total graduates now number 43, with over 60%
remaining conviction-free. The Long Beach Program continues to provide treatment services for the
more severe drug users who appear to be unamenable to the services offered through Proposition 36
as evidenced by its program growth. This year the Long Beach Program has increased both new
admissions (by 76.9%) and the average numbers of in-program clients, from 17.25 to 39 (an increase
of 126.1%). (See appendix 4, chart 6). Terminations numbered 41 this year.




Pasadena Drug Court
Capacity of 35 Participants

The Pasadena Drug Court Program, which opened in May of 1995, was the third such program in
Los Angeles County. This Drug Court serves the Western San Gabriel Valley. Total graduates
currently number 139. In FY 2003/2004 an additional 11 participants completed the program, an
increase of 10% since last year. Following an initial dip in participant levels, this program has
returned to its pre-Proposition 36 level, an average of 25 clients in the program per month,

Additionally, there has been an 11% increase in the number of new admissions in the Pasadena Drug
Court. Program terminations are down by 16% (See appendix 4, chart 7). As more Drug Courts
place greater emphasis on after-care programs, it is anticipated that recidivism rates will decrease.

Pictures are the staff from Pasadena’s Drug Court Treatment
Provider, IMPACT Drug Treatment Center.

Pomona Drug Court

Capacity of 65 Participants

Since its inception in June 1999, the e
Pomona Drug Court has provided
services to the Eastern-most section = R : e et O
of the County. During this year the g Mt e FHETIHL R D
Pomona Drug Court has seen an feet il B

increase in the number of clients who
have successfully completed the
program and graduated. There are
now 99 graduates from this program.
Program. Terminations have declined
by 44%. New admissions and
participant levels, which have both
declined (by 153% and .5%

respectively). The (See appendix 4, Commissioner Anthony Peters (center) is flanked by his Drug Court
chart 8). Staff.




Rio Hondo Drug Court
Capacity of 190 Participants

Second only in size to the Drug Court Program in downtown Los Angeles, the Rio Hondo Drug Court
has been in existence since July of 1994. Continuously presided over by Commissioner Jose A.
Rodriguez, this program continues to distinguish itself with its strong connection to the community
and its excellent alumni association. Since its inception, the Rio Hondo Drug Court has graduated
521 participants. New admissions and average monthly participant levels have decreased during this
fiscal year. Retention rates are good with a reduction of 17% in the number of clients terminated. As
is the case with most Drug Courts, the highest rate of recidivism occurs during the first year after
graduation. Since the formation of its alumni association, there has been a steady decline in the first
year recidivism rates (See appendix 4, chart 9)..

Santa Monica Drug Court
Capacity of 68 Participants

Providing services to the Western Section of the County, the
Santa Monica Drug Court, began in 1996. As was the case
i with most Drug Courts, the Santa Monica Drug Court saw its
participant level decrease somewhat with the start of
Proposition 36; from 76 in FY 2000/2001, to 36 in FY
2001/2002, then up to 70 in 2002/2003. New admissions for
FY 2003/2004 number 68 and appear to be stabilizing. Since
its inception, the Santa Monica Drug Court has graduated 225
participants. The monthly average participant level has

A graduate of the Santa Monica Drug court increased to 56 (up by 14.3%). There were 43 terminations
Program and Judge Bernard Kamins during this fiscal year (See appendix 4, chart 10).

A program graduate takes
the Bench.

Drug Court graduation ceremony.

Upon successful program completion, a graduate
receives his certificate from Judge Kamins.
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Van Nuys Drug Court
Capacity of 80 Participants

Since beginning in 1999, the Van Nuys Drug Court has become one of the largest and most aggressive
programs. The Drug Court Team comprised of the courtroom staff, judge, district attorney, public
defender and treatment provider have worked diligently to create a thorough and innovative program.
To date, the program has graduated 242 participants with an overall recidivism rate of only 19%. It
should also be noted that the first year recidivist rate, 10%, is well below the Drug Court average of
14%. The Van Nuys Drug Court was significantly impacted by Proposition 36 and has yet to return
to its pre-Proposition 36 admission levels. This year new admissions decreased by 23.9% (from 92
to 70). However, average participant levels have risen by 28% (from 88.25 to 113). (See appendix
4, chart 11).

Whittier Drug Court
Capacity of 40 Participants

Providing services to the Southeastern Section of the
County since 1997, the Whittier Drug Court (formerly
' | known as the Southeast Drug Court Program) actually
5 % began in South Gate. As aresult of the consolidation of
the municipal court and the Los Angeles Superior Court,
the program was moved to the Whittier Court. The
Whittier Drug Court saw very little change in its
admission and graduations rates as a result of Proposition
36. In FY 2003/2004, new admissions increased to 100
(up by 16.3%) and graduates increased to 27 (up by
Above: Commissioner Loren DiFrank with 12.5%). There were 69 participants terminated from the

Whittier Drug Court graduates. program (See appendix 4, chart 10). Since its inception,
the program has graduated 143 participants

Commissioner Loren 'LFrank with a graduate DPEH st E [

from the Whittier Drug Court program.
Commissioner Di Frank at Drug Court Open House
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Participant of the first Sentenced Offender Drug Court (SODC)
graduating class receives commendation from Don Knabe, Chair of
the Board of Supervisors for his outstanding accomplishments.
Judge Michael Tynan (right) presides over the SODC program.




Sentenced Offender Drug Court Program
Capacity of 125 participants

The Sentenced Offender Drug Court (SODC)
Program began in August 1998 and remains an
intensive program for convicted, non-violent
felony offenders who face state prison
commitments due to their criminal records and
history of drug addiction. These higher risk
\ offenders have medium to high levels of drug
addiction and are offered the SODC program
with formal probation as an alternative to state
prison. The SODC program is designed for
non-violent offenders, specifically excluding
persons with prior convictions for serious or
violent felonies or those with current charges

Judge Michael Tynan, Deputy Public Defender Kathy Cantella, involving serious or violent felonies or drug
a Drug court graduate and Jim Stillwell, Executive Director of trafficking.

IMPACT Drug and Alcohol Treatment Center.

The Superior Court’s SODC program is totally
integrated with both the in-custody and post-release
treatment components being supervised by a single
Drug Court judge, Michael Tynan, and dedicated staff.
All SODC participants spend a mandatory 90 days in
the County jail where they are assigned to a
specialized drug treatment module. Following this
period of intensive in-custody treatment, participants
are typically admitted into community-based
transitional housing while they begin a six to nine
month phase of comprehensive “outpatient” treatment
and intensive drug testing under direct supervision of
the Judge.

Art Mayfield and Eric Newby

Following completion of outpatient treatment, recovery
is continued under intensive probation supervision but
without direct monitoring of the Drug Court Judge.
Court jurisdiction and formal probation supervision
continue for the full term mandated by the sentence.
This year there were 58 graduates, up by 23 (65%)
from last year. Total graduates number 191, with a
very high non-recidivism rate of 82.2%. Admissionsin
the SODC Program decreased by 5.8% (from 120 to
113). Program participants averaged 100 during this -
ﬁsc;l yearc and glere “lf)ere 58 clietglts terminaled.b(See Jodge Mictal Tyrun, Deguty Publiv Detender

' Kathleen Cantella, a Drug Court graduate and Jim

appendix 4, chart 13). 10 Stillwell of IMPACT.




Sylmar Juvenile Drug Court
Commissioner Robert Totten
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Juvenile Drug Court Programs

Incorporating the same general principles and program elements as the Adult Drug Courts, the
Juvenile Drug Court targets non-violent juvenile offenders with substance abuse problems.
Designed for both male and female participants, the mission of the program is to provide an
integrated and comprehensive system of treatment for high risk minors and their parents within the
highly structured Drug Court setting.

Juvenile Drug Court is a voluntary program which includes regular court appearances before a
designated Drug Court judicial officer, intensive supervision by the Probation Department, frequent
drug testing and a comprehensive program of treatment services provided by a community-based
agency. Individual, group and family counseling sessions are all provided by the treatment agency.
Regular attendance at 12-step meetings (i.e., Alcoholics Anonymous or Narcotics Anonymous) is
required, as is regular and verified school attendance. The involvement of the minor’s parents and
family members is strongly encouraged and referrals for ancillary services, such as vocational
training, job placement services and remedial education, are also made when appropriate.
Participants must complete a minimum of 12 months with the program, comply with all program
requirements and be drug-free to be considered for graduation from Drug Court.

The County’s first pilot program began operations at the Sylmar Juvenile Court facility in July 1998.
Since then, a total of 78 minors have successfully finished the program and graduated.

The Court had a strategic goal to develop a program that would target drug-involved juveniles who
are at greatest risk of becoming chronic, serious offenders. These high risk juveniles are considered
the most appropriate candidates for Drug Court because of their need for an intensive and highly
structured program of services, supervision and treatment-oriented sanctions.

The Eastlake Juvenile Program was designed to meet this need. During this fiscal year, the Eastlake
Drug Court has admitted 34 participants. To date 27 minors have successfully completed the
program and graduated.

The Juvenile Drug Court contains an in-custody treatment component. Working with the Probation
Department and the Alcohol and Drug Programs Administration (ADPA), the Juvenile Court
established a dedicated 25-bed treatment program at Eastlake Juvenile Hall. This facility allows
Juvenile Drug Court judges to use short-term confinements in a secure therapeutic facility as a
treatment sanction. The Eastlake Juvenile Drug Court’s community-based treatment provider also
operates the treatment component of the in-custody program.

The Court is also seeking additional resources to expand the availability of community-based
residential treatment services. The expanded residential beds will serve both as a primary treatment
modality for youth with serious substance abuse and delinquency problems, and a necessary “step-
down” between custody treatment and community-based day or outpatient services.
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Don Knabe, Chair of the Board of Supervisors, presents scroll to
Judge Rudolph Diaz, Drug Court Oversight Subcommittee Chair,
honoring County Drug Court Programs and Drug Court Month.
Judge Diaz also presides over the Eastlake Juvenile Drug Court.




III. DRUG COURT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM (DCMIS)

The Drug Court Management Information System (DCMIS) continues to provide one integrated data
system for all 13 Community and Sentenced Offender Drug Courts. Final programming is currently
being completed to accommodate our two Juvenile Drug Court Programs.

A collaborative effort of CCJCC’s Drug Court Oversight Committee, the Information Systems
Advisory Board (ISAB) and the Internal Services Department, DCMIS has undergone significant
restructuring to ensure its ability to meet the needs of its various users. Recently, new enhancements
were introduced to the system to assist in the gathering and reporting of statistical information
required by the State Department of Alcohol and Drug Programs to support funding for both pre-
conviction and post-conviction court programs. (Attachment 5: DCMIS)

The DCMIS data repository provides day-to-day operational support to the County’s Drug Courts
and serves as a centralized source for statistical information that monitors and evaluates court-level
as well as countywide program outcomes and trends. The primary operational support processes of
the system center on participant identification and tracking information and fall into three major
categories: (1) Eligibility/Suitability; (2) Treatment; and (3) Court Monitoring. The administrative
processes of DCMIS fall into two major categories: (1) Statistical Reports; and (2) L.A. County
Drug Court Program Home Page.

DCMIS is an Internet/Intranet database application, which selectively permits access to the data by
a variety of system users. However, to guarantee confidentiality, all DCMIS users are registered and
assigned specific data access privileges. This classification system ensures that access to protected
treatment or criminal justice information is restricted to specific groups of authorized DCMIS users.
Only DCMIS/CCICC system administrators have access to the entire DCMIS database.

Shared System Architecture Strategy

The success of the DCMIS platform in linking multiple private treatment and government agencies
with many locations to a centralized database for reporting and tracking purposes set the stage for
many other therapeutic justice innovations in the coming months and years. The Juvenile Drug
Court Data Center is being developed now on the DCMIS model. The implementation on July 1,
2001, of Proposition 36 provided an opportunity to build upon the lessons of the DCMIS platform
and establish a multi-agency database to manage complex information and reporting linkages among
the court, probation and treatment. This system is known as the Trial Court/Probation Exchange
System (TCPX). The development of the TCPX System also led to enhancements to DCMIS.
Future areas for expansion could include other therapeutic justice court models such as Community
Courts and Homeless Courts. Investment in the development of DCMIS has placed Los Angeles
County in the forefront of data collection not only in the state, but also in the country.
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IV.  LOS ANGELES DRUG COURTS FY 2003/2004

HIGHLIGHTS

Increased Community Drug Court program graduates to 2,,814.
Increased the total number of Juvenile Drug Court graduates to 105.
Increased total Sentenced Offender Drug Court Graduates to 191

Community Drug Courts continue to feel the impact of Proposition 36. While Drug Court
admissions are not expected to recover, its more rigorous features (frequent urinalysis testing,
sanctions that include, incarceration, frequent court appearances, etc.) are seen as necessary
for those not amenable to the services of Proposition 36.

Both new admissions and program participants in the Community Drug Courts fell from FY
2002/2003 to FY 2003/2004. New admissions declined by 3.93%, and program participants
by 4.58%. Terminations increased by 14.62%.(See appendix 4).

Both new admissions and program participants in the Sentenced Offender Drug Court fell
from FY 2002/2003 to FY 2003/2004. New admissions declined by 5.8%, and program
participants by 11.1%. Terminations increased by 15%.(See appendix 4).

Continued refinement of the adult Drug Court Management Information System (DCMIS),
including many upgrades and system changes in response to user needs and state mandates.
Finishing system programming to add the two Juvenile Drug Court Programs.

Secured funding from the Administrative Office of the Courts and conducted the following
training for Drug Court Teams:

- A full-day Adult Drug Court Training Conference on May 4, 2004;
- An all-day Juvenile Drug Court Training Conference on August 27, 2004,

- Co-sponsored the Third Annual Statewide Conference on Co-Occurring Disorders
on June 21-22, 2004 at the Long Beach Convention Center.

13




ALL ADULT PROGRAMS
Admissions
During the fiscal year, drug courts continued to feel the impact of Proposition 36. For the
Community Drug Courts and the Sentenced Offender Drug Court Program combined there was an
overall drop of 2.9% in program admissions from 1,374 in FY 2002/2003 to 1,334 in FY2003/2004.
Admissions increased during the second and third quarters, by 16.15% and 7.2% respectively.
However, the large drop in fourth quarter admissions, from 333 to 240 , was sufficient to cause an

overall decrease of 2.91%.

Table 1: Admissions

FY 03/04

16.1%

Third Quarter

-291%

Program Participants

The number of active drug court clients decreased as well. Participant levels in the first quarter went
up. However, during the second and third quarters they decreased, and by the fourth quarter there
was a significant decrease of 17.1% in the combined Community Drug Court and Sentenced
Offender Drug Court participant levels. What follows are the average participant levels for the CDC
and SODC programs combined.

Table 2: Program Participants

FY 02/03 FY 03/04

1,198 1,166

1,150 1,116

Fourth Quarter

14




Graduations

Overall there is a slight decline of 1.1% in total Drug Court graduates this year (down from 513 to
507). While there were increases in admissions (14.7%) and participant levels (22.4%) from FY
2001/2002 to FY 2002/2003, termination rates were also increasing (by 30%). This may explain
why the effects of the higher admissions and participant levels have not been fully realized. It is
anticipated that these numbers will stabilize over time, however it is unlikely the drug courts will
regain the participant levels prior to implementation of Proposition 36..

Table 3: Graduations

FY 02/03 FY 03/04 % Change
Second Quarter | 123 | 86 | -301%

507 - 1.17%

W Are

@ ordially Tunvites
To @tend The
Eighteeuth
Dug Cowt Graduation
Ob the

IncLEwooD Druc CourT

Friday, Aprit 23, 2004
70:00 a.m. — Dilolsion &
Foowms 203 — 2™ Floor

inglewood Superior Court

One Regent Street
{ AL A A A A- 3 -
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Terminations

The number of program terminations for the combined Community Drug Courts and the Sentenced
Offender Drug court increased 14.5% over the last fiscal year. As noted earlier, the more stringent
regimen associated with Drug Court has proven difficult for some participants. This is especially
true for participants who were previously participating in Proposition 36 treatment.

Table 4: Terminations

FY 02/03 FY 03/04

| 17.5%
|

Fourth Quarter

For detailed information on each Drug Court Program and on the Sentenced Offender Program,
see Appendix 4: Statistical Comparison Reports FY 2001/2002 through FY 2003 through 2004
(Appendix 4)

Demographics
The Drug Court client population continues to reflect the diversity of the population in Los
Angeles County. There was a slight decrease of 2.7% in the number of female participants in
| Drug Court. The population of active participants breaks down as follows:
L. Gender: Male - 73.7%  Female - 26.3%
. Mean Age Group: 31-40
. Ethnicity: Hispanics - 42.9% African-Americans - 26.2%
White - 27.7% Native American- 0.4%
Asian Pacific Islander - 1.3%  Other - 1.3%

(Appendix 6: Drug Court Admissions Profile).

16



During the fiscal year, 467 clients graduated from the Drug Court Programs. The breakdown is:

Gender: Male - 65% Female - 35%
Mean Age group: 31-40

Ethnicity: Hispanics - 40% African-Americans -32%  White - 23%
Other - 2% Asian-Pacific - 3% Other - 2%

(Appendix 7: Drug Court Graduate Profile).

Recidivism Rates

As of June 30, 2004, there were 2,814 graduates from the Community Drug Courts. Of
this number:

1,995 (71%) Had NOT been convicted of ANY felony or misdemeanor offense
(or sustained petition in the case of juveniles) following graduation

819 (29%) Had been convicted since graduation
Of those convicted, the breakdown by offense is as follows:

Health & Safety Code - 37% Penal Code - 32% Vehicle Code - 29%
Municipal Code - 1% Business & Professions Code - 1%

(Appendix 8: Drug Court Recidivism).

JUVENILE DRUG COURTS

Admissions

Program admissions increased by 62% from FY 2001/2002 to FY 2002/2003. However, the data
for FY 2003/2004 was not available when this report was prepared. .

In Program

The Juvenile Program increased average participants from 109.5 to133, a 21.5% increase during FY
2002/2003. When the data for FY 2003/2004 is available it will incorporated into this report.
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Graduates

There has been no significant change in the number of graduates over the last two years. During FY
2001/2002 program graduates increased by 2, for a 11% increase over FY 2001/2002. This year they
went back down to the former level of 18 (an 11% decrease).

Terminations

Terminations decreased by 34% between FY 2001/2002 and FY 2002/2003. The data is not
available for FY 2003/2004..

See Appendix 9: Statistical Comparison Reports FY 01/02 through FY 03/04: Countywide Juvenile
Drug Courts, Charts 1-3.

V. PROPOSITION 36 AND DRUG COURTS

Proposition 36 Treatment Programs throughout the State have begun to reduce services provided to
participants as a result of the limited funding allocated for treatment, particularly the cost of
residential treatment. Several counties have limited the amount of time a participant may participate
in a residential treatment program. The high cost of residential treatment and the increased need for
residential treatment was not sufficiently factored into the cost analysis for Proposition 36
implementation. As aresult, counties have found it necessary to severely limit the use of residential
treatment. The limited use of residential treatment and the prohibition on incarceration as a punitive
measure certainly calls into question the overall effectiveness of Proposition 36 for the more severe
drug users.

As such, Drug Courts are proving to be a natural compliment to the treatment services provided by
Proposition 36. Participants in Drug Court have been shown to be more severely addicted to drugs.
The treatment programs are tailored more to the specific needs of the participants and there are more
court appearances expected. The bench officer may also place the participant in custody if it is
believed such custody time will benefit the participant or if punitive measures are considered
necessary. Though more costly than Proposition 36, Drug Courts have proven to be necessary
instruments for users with severe drug addictions.

As previously indicated, Drug Courts have not returned to their pre-Proposition 36 admission
numbers. While the number of admissions grew during FY 2002/2003, they have fluctuated a great
deal throughout this fiscal year. Overall, admissions were down by 3.93% for both the CDC and
SODC programs.

Because Proposition 36 participants are required to enter a guilty plea to the drug related offense
prior to acceptance into the program, the Community Drug Courts have seen a noticeable number
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of post-conviction participants (Proposition 36 terminants). These participants are admitted into
Drug Court as post-conviction participants. Their admittance into a Drug Court Program further
solidifies the tie between Drug Court and Proposition 36.

For more information on the Implementation of Proposition 36 and its first three years of
operation, see the Proposition 36 Annual Report: 2003-2004, which will be released in
February 2005.
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VI.  INTERAGENCY COLLABORATION

In order to succeed, the Drug Court Program must have a broad and ongoing base of support. The
program continues to rely on a coalition of agencies, organizations and elected leaders. Under the
general auspices of the CCICC’s Drug Court Oversight Subcommittee, this coalition includes the
judicial officers and administrators of the Los Angeles Superior Court, the District Attorney’s Office,
the Public Defender’s Office, the Sheriff’s Department, the Probation Department, the Alcohol and
Drug Program Administration of the Department of Health Services, and local law enforcement
agencies. (Appendix 10: Drug Court Program Organization Chart.) To provide additional
leadership and coordination, the Superior Court has also designated the Honorable Michael A. Tynan
as Supervising Drug Court Judge.

The Subcommittee provides programmatic and technical assistance, coordinates countywide data
collection and program evaluation activities, and facilitates consensus on countywide policies and
program standards. The Subcommittee is responsible for collaboratively developing general policy
guidelines for all of the County’s Community Drug Courts, which are published in The Drug Court
Standards and Practices. This policy document undergoes revisions as the Drug Court program
evolves. The subcommittee continuously reviews the The Drug Court Standards and Practices to
ensure that they accurately portray the way in which the program operates.

The CCJCC, on behalf of the Board of Supervisors, wishes to acknowledge and thank the members
of the Drug Court Oversight Subcommittee:

Honorable Rudolph Diaz, Chair, Judge of the Los Angeles Superior Court
Michael Judge, Vice Chair, Los Angeles County Public Defender
Honorable Leroy Baca, Los Angeles County Sheriff
Honorable Robert A. Dukes, Presiding Judge, Los Angeles Superior Court
Honorable Michael Nash, Judge of the Los Angeles Superior Court
Honorable Michael Tynan, Supervising Drug Court Judge
James Herren, Police Chief’s Association
Patrick Ogawa, Alcohol and Drug Programs Administration
Willie Pannell, Los Angeles Police Department
Richard Shumsky, Chief Probation Officer
Marvin Southard, Director, Department of Mental Health
John Spillane, Deputy District Attorney
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| VII. DRUG COURT TRAINING

This year we were able to secure funding through the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC)
. for Drug Court training. In collaboration with the U.C.L.A. Integrated Substance Abuse Program

one full-day conference for Adult Drug Court teams was conducted on May 4, 2004 and a second
| conference for Juvenile Drug Court teams was planned for August of 2004.

‘ D=y .

Left to Right: Richard Rawson, PhD., Thomas Frees, PhD, and Jeanne Oben. MFT

The funding was also utilized to co-sponsor the Third Annual Statewide Conference on Co-
Occurring disorders on June 21 - 22, 2004 at the Long Beach Convention Center. As aresult of this
AOC funding, approximately 85 drug court judges and staff attended this conference at no cost.
Total conference attendees numbered 650.



VIII. FUTURE PLANS AND GOALS

To ensure continued State funding, CCJCC, the Superior Court and the Alcohol and Drug Program
Administration (ADPA) have partnered to provide greater statistical information to the State Alcohol
and Drug Administration. This information seeks to relate the participant’s indicated sentence and
disposition in Drug Court to determine a savings by the State that would normally be incurred to
house the participant in a state penal facility. Building on nine years of collaboration, CCJCC, the
Superior Court and ADPA will continue their partnership in expanding and ensuring the County’s
System of Drug Court Programs remain a vital element of care in Los Angeles County.

The reduction of recidivism rates will be the primary focus for fiscal year 2004/2005. The Oversight
Committee will begin reviewing drug courts with consistently low recidivist rates and share its

findings where possible.

The Drug Court Oversight Subcommittee’s goals for Fiscal Year 2004/2005 are:

. Reduce recidivism rate of participants.

. Encourage all Drug Court programs to establish Alumni Associations.

. Review Drug Court Standards and Practices to ensure current applicability.
. Restore use of local steering committees to assist drug courts with community

outreach and involvement.

. Complete programming for the Drug Court Management Information System
(DCMIS) so that Juvenile Drug Court data can be entered in the system.

. Organize the Drug Court Treatment Providers’ Training Conference in 2005.
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Appendix 1

KEY ELEMENTS OF DRUG COURT

Los Angeles County Drug Court Program
Countywide Criminal Justice Coordination Committee Febhruary 16, 2005
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Appendix 2

Drug Court Phases

_ . Two Week
- , e aar Trial Phase

Mandatory drug tests: 6/ week
Mandatory 12-step mtgs: 6 / week
Mandatory counseling sessions: 6 / week

Reasonable
Cooperation w/Drug
»,Tests and Counseling ~
? sessions 4

7

PHASE ONE

Assessment, Stabilization & Treatment

~No positive drug tests
for 30 consecutive days
Frequent counseling sessions

Mandatory 12-step meetings: 6 /week Employed or positive response to
Mandatory drug tests: 5/week vocational/educational goals >
#

.
>

Positive adjustment
to treatment

PHASE TWO

Intensive Treatment

No positive drug tests

for 60 conseculive days

N

No unexcused absences from scheduled ™
services for 30 consecutive days

Continued Counseling - long term recovery / socialization
Mandatory 12-step meetings: 6/ week

Mandatory drug tests: 3 - 5 / week S

Employed or positive response to

vocational/educational goals

psitive adjustmep

PHASE THREE

Transition

Coninued Counseling — self sufficiency / socialization N e e e B
Mandatory 12-step meetings: 5 - 6 / week O P s 3

90 consecutive daya .
Mandatory drug tests: 2-3/week| ¥ ™
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services for 60 conseculive days S
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Appendix 3

Los Angeles County

Drug Court Programs

February 16, 2005

Countywide Criminal Justice Coordination Committee
Supervisor Don Knabe, Chair




‘abelane ue se pessaidxe s| weibord u| |

%291 + %98'S - %8S’V - %EB'E - :ebuey) abejusoiag
526 BYY 000} 12eh ,obeiany/ejo}
88| ElL 988 vig iayenp yuno4
62 6Ct L101 cle :iauenp pliylL
502 L9 990} £9€ :iauenp puodag
8€2 og} LEOL 2€e :1auenp isiid

suoleuluwia] sajenpe.r) sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | P0/ED JBDA |BOSI
%0€ + %8'8 - %¥'2e + %LV + :abuey) abejussiad
L08 8LY 8r01 VH]! ,2beJeny/jejo]

! 851 90} 80€ jayenp yuno4

L6} 81 9901 8¢ ri91enp paiylL

L02 gl G801 00€ :ialenp puodag

602 06 900} 8.E :lapenp 1sii4
suoljeuiuwniaj sajenpels) mEm._mm._n_ uj SUOISSIWPY MaN €0/20 1ea ) |edsid
£29 ¥2S 958 801"} abelaay/ejo

€91 oE} 6€8 0LE iapenp yuno4

0S| 2Lt /8L E1E :dapenp paiyL

851 g9l 588 /22 :jolIenp puodas

Sk LiL 16 852 :lauenp 1s414
suolneuiwia sajenpelr) sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | 20/10 JeaA |edsid

S1HN0D YNHA ALINNWINOD FAIMALNNOD
¥002/€002 HONOYHH.L 200¢/100C SHYIA TVISId
140d3d NOSIHVYdNOD TVIILSILY LS




‘obeseAe ue se pessaidxe si weiboid uj
‘ebelone Ue se passaidxe st weiboid u) |

%0001 + %002 + %6°9LL + %S.T + :obuey) abejusdied
L € 8l 0¢ ,obelaay/jejo}

I I 144 L Jauenp yuno4

S 4 L 9 -d8penp paiylL

£ 0 Ll ol -laHenp puodsg

[ 0 cl 9 -dauenp isdld
suoneulwId | sajenpelin sweJiboid uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | t0/€0 1e9A |edsid
I I g9 8 ,abeiany/jejo)

0 L YA L jlauenp yuno4

I 0 L b -d9uienp paiyL

0 0 L 2 :i9yenp) puodsas

0 0 g 14 auenp 1814
SuoieujwId | sajenpeln sweiboid uj SUoISSIWpPY M3N | £0/20 1e3A |edsld

Appendix 4,
Chart 1

3dOT3LNV ‘NOILYOO1 LdN0J

¥002/€002 HONOYH.L £002/200¢ SHVIA TVISId

140d34d NOSIHVdINOD TVOILSILV.LS




‘afieione ue se pessaidxe s weiboid u| |

%Lb + %LEY + %8'6€ - %L'ST - :obuey) abejusaiad
LS| €8 0zclL ! ,obesany/jejol

L€ G2 Ll Zl 1eyenp yunog

6v 6¢ gl L€ euend paylL

%4 € el 7l :194enp puoIag

9S L2 GGl 9 :19penp 1sii4
suoljeuiwa ] sajenpeln) swieiboud uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | P0/E0 JeaA |edsid
%191 + %LEL + %606 + %8G + :abuey) abejuadiad
201 8G G661 g9l abelany/eioL

0€ 13 28l 4 lauenp yunog

8l e v61 4> :Jauenp piiyl

A4 0 02 82 :Jdlenp puodasg

Ll € 812 95 :J9Uenp is4id
suoneulul? | sajenpeln sweaboud uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | £0/20 1eaA [edsid
Ly 1S S0l 9G1 abesany/jeloL

Ll i ! 8t lauenp yuno4

el 9l kLL 197 1lauenp paiylL

L 12 06 6t :Ja{enp puodag

4 €l 16 9l :1auenp 1si1d
sSuoneulwd | sajenpeln swielboud u| SUOISSIWPY M3aN | Z0/L0 1eaA |edsid

Appendix 4,
Chart 2

NOLdINOD ‘NOILYIO0T 1dN02

¥#002/€002 HONOHH.L 2002/1L002 SHVIA TVISId

1H40d34d NOSIHVYdINOD TVILLSILVY LS




"abelone ue se passaidxe si weiboid uj |

%EE + %6 LE - %1 + %9°G + :ebuey) abejuasiad
9ge 29 1S 992 ,obesany/jelo |

(4 8l 44 ov lapenp yuno4

6 ¢l 691 69 -A9uenp paiyL

1S Gl GLL Gl :J3Uenp puodag

Ly Ll 8E1L [a% -Puenp i1sii4
SuoneuIuwIa | sajenpe.r) sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | $0/€0 1eaA |edsid
%S¢ - %9V - 0 7S ATA :abuey) abejuasiag
L) 6 S6¥l 252 abeiany/jeloL

9v ¢t 9v1 L Jauenp yuno4

Ge £¢ €S1 g9 -I9uEeND pPAIYL

62 G¢ ot | VA4 -ldpenp puodasg

.9 L €SI 69 -dayenp isiid
suoneuIwIa | sajenpelr) sweibo.id u| SUOISSIWPY MaN | £0/20 JeaA [edsid
gee .8 Ge'evl 8EE mem._0><=ﬂo._.

99 6l 4] €6 Jeuenp yuno4

£9 14 LLL c0l -d8uenp paiylL

0L Z9 781 G9 -ldueny puodag

1 4 124" 8L -dauenp jsiid
suojeujwiaj sajenpeisn swelbouid uj SUOISSIWPY M3aN | Z0/L0 JeaA [edsid

Appendix 4,
Chart 3

H3LN3O FONLSNC TYNINIHO 4SO STTIONV SO :NOILVIOT LdN0D

¥002/€002 HONOYHL 200¢/100C SHYIA TVISId

140d34 NOSIHVdINOD TTVIILLSILV 1S




-abeieAe ue se pessaidxa s| weiboid v |

%61 - %001 + %9°'€¢ - %G"0Z - :obuey) abejusdied

e ve 44 99 ,2besany/eioL

t €l L€ el lauenp yyno4

€ 0 8t 9l :auenp paiylL

L 0 ot 61 louenp puodssg

61 b % 8l :1auenp isdid
suoneulwia | sajenpels) sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | 0/€0 1eaA |edsid
%EEE + %8°9¢ - %8t + %6°ZL + :abuey) abejusdied

G9 2l GG €8 abeiany/jejoL

Zl | 6t el layenp yunod

e e A% el -JPuenp paiylL

61 L 29 I2 :Jauenp puodasg

L | /9 9e :1apenp 1si4
suoljeuiwia ] salenpe.lx) mEm._mOun_ uj SUOoISSIWPY MaN €0/20 1ea) |edsid
Gl 61l G'2S 8r ,obeiany/jejoL

t Gl 8S 0k Japenp yuno4

9 € 2s Gl :91enp paiy L

G | Ly Ll :J8enp puodas

0 0 €5 2L :18uenp 1sdi4
suoljeuiwia sajenpeisn mEm._mO._n_ uj SUOISSIWPY MaN c0/10 1ea ) |edsid

Appendix 4,
Chart 4

SATIAODNVY SO LSV :NOILVYIOT LdN0J
¥002/€002 HONOYH.L 2002/1002 SHY3A TVISId
1H4Od34d NOSIHVdINOD TVIILLSILVY1S




‘abeiaAe ue se pesseidxe s| weiboid u|

%EL + %L LSL - %P8 + %6 8E + :abueyn abejuadiad

€8 82 00} el ,2beJaay/jeiol

4 9l 96 13 lauenp yunod

44 0 v01 0€ -491enp piiyl

ve ¢l (H0] 9¢ -l9enp puodag

9l 0 00} 8€ -ilapenp isdi4
SuoneuIwLId | sajenpels sweiboud uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | P0/E0 1eaA [edsid
%6} - %P €T + %LTL - %EY - :abuey) abejuadiad

14 85 G226 06 ,abeJany/jeloL

vl 61 c8 81 Jauenp yuno4

¢l 6} L6 4 -19Henp pAlyL

02 0 96 44 :Jauenp puodes

cl 0c 6 8l :jlauenp) 1s4i4
suoneuiwIa | sajenpeln sweiboud uj SUOISSIWPY MaBN | €£0/20 13/ |edsid
65 Ly SOl 6 ,obeiany/ejoL

FE 0 16 g2 Jauenp yuno4

9 Gl 96 61 :J9uenp Pyl

Ll 8l GLL 91 -lauenp puodas

S¢ Vi 8Ll 9¢€ -auenp isild
suoneuIwia| sajenpelr) swelboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | Z0/L0 1e3aA |edsid

Appendix 4,
Chart 5

AOOMITONI :NOILYIOT 1HNOD
¥002/€002 HONOHHL 2002/1002 SHVYIA TVOSId
1HOd34H NOSIHVdNOD TVIILSILYLS




‘obesene ue se pesseidxe s weiboid U]

%ehe + %SG'LE - %L9¢L + %6°9L + :abuey) abejusoied

% S 6€ 14 obelany/jeloL

6 0 Ge 9 lauenp yunod

LL S 8¢ 4 :Jeuenp paiylL

6 0 0]% L -lajenpy puodes

Zl 0 44 Ie :Jauenp isdid
suojjeujuLia sajenpeln sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | t0/€0 13 A |edsid
%02 - %E'EL- %Z'SY - %8"9E+ :abuey) abejuadiad

2l 8 G2 Ll 92 ,abeiany/ejoL

2 | 2e 0l lauenp yunod

G 0 Gl 9 :19penp paiylL

L L 14 14 -iaenp puodas

v 0 8l 9 :1auenp 1s414
suoljeuIuwLId | sajenpe.lr) swelbouid uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | £0/20 1e3aA |edsid
Gl 0€ G'1E 6l abesany/elo|

G 9 61 S jauenp yunod

Z el 62 S :1apenp paiylL

I 6 6€ 0 119 eND puodag

L Z 6€ 6 :13penp is4id4
suoieuIwIa | sajenpeln) swelboid uj SUoISSIWpPY MaN | Z0/L0 1e3aA |edsid

Appendix 4,
Chart 6

HOV3d YNOT :NOILVYIO01 14N0D

¥002/€002 HONOYHHL 2002/L002 SHVIA TVISIH

1H0d3d NOSIHVdNOD TVIILLSILYLS




‘abelane ue se passaidxe si weiboid uj |

%91 - %01 + %6'8€ + %L L+ :ebuey abejusdiad

/2 Ll Ge 0S abelany/ejo]

G I 82 LE lauenp yunod

6 2 G2 el :191enp paiylL

L 2 G2 2l :Ja[ENp puodes

4 9 02 6 :5apenp isiid
suoljeulwa | sajenpely sweibouid u| SUOISSIWPY MaN | ¥#0/€0 1e3A [eISid
%E + %G9S - %8'ST - %L LL+ :abuey) abejusdiad

2e ol 8l Gt abeJaay/jejoL

L 2 61 el lauenp yunog

8 | Gl L :Japenp p4iyL

0l 4 Ll 0l :Jalienp puodes

L € ¥4 Gl :Jauenp isiid
suoljeuiwia ] sajenpelr) mEm..mo._n_ uj SUoISSIWpPY MaN €0/20 1ea ) |edsid
K3 €2 GZ've ov abeJaay/jelol

S Z Gl 8 lapenp yunod

8 L 22 8 :Jauenp piiyL

8 8 (0] 8 Japenp puodes

0l 9 0€ 91 -lauenp 1siid
suoljeulwia | salenpe.ls) mEm..mo‘_n_ uj SUOISSIWIPY MaN 20/10 Jea) |edsid

Appendix 4,
Chart 7

VYN3AVYSVd ‘NOILYIO01 LdN0J
¥002/€002 HONOHH.L 2002/1002 SHVIA TVISId
1H0d34d NOSIHVdINOD TVIILSILV1S




"ebeiane ue se passeidxe s weiboid u|

%P - %¢ €9 + %G - %E'GL - :ebuey) abejusoled

L L€ 14 19 ,obelany/[ejoL

0 0 Gp 3 lapenp yuno4

8l 8 IS 92 :19penp palyL

0 0 GS 7l :Japenp puodasg

el L 44 8l :Jepenp 1sdid
suoneuiuwa | sajenpe.r) sweiboid uj SUoISSIWpPY M3BN | 0/E0 1eaA |edsid
% LY + %L"9¢ + %¢ 85 + %SG"L + - :ebuey) ebejusdiad

GG 6l Ge'8Y 2l abeiany/jeiol

8 0 9y 9 J[uenp yunod

Gl 8 87 6 rlauenp paiyL

8 0 c9 e :JIdeNp puodas

Ve L LE Ve 1euenp isiid
suoneujwIa ] sajenpe.ln sweibo.id uj SUOISSIWPY MBN | £0/20 1e3aA |edsid
6E Gl G0€ /9 obeJany/jejol

vl 0 L€ 62 lauenp yuno4

9 G 2e 0l :J8UEenp palyL

0l 0 92 91 :Joenp puodas

6 0l ee Zl :1lapenp i1si1d
suoneuiuLIad | sajenpe.ls swelboud uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | Z0/L0 J1eaA |eoasid

Appendix 4
Chart 8

VNOWOd :NOILVIO01 LdN0D

#002/€00€ HONOHH.L 2002/1002 SHVIA TVISId

1HOd34d NOSIHVdNOD TVIILLSILVLS




‘abesane ue se passaidxe s| weiboid u| |

%L} - %T LT - %S2 - %¥'9E - :abuey) abejuasiad

9 6S Ll SOl ,9beJany/jeioL

€l vl 86 vl Japenp yuno4

oL ! 0Ll 61 :dapenp paiyL

cl 0 9Ll 5% :JIlenp puodes

92 92 74! L€ -dapenp 1sdi4
suojeuluLa ] sajenpely sweibo.id uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | t0/€0 1edA |edsid
%8 + %L TP - %6'G - %2 9L+ -ebuey abejusoiad

18 18 G2’ LS| g9l ,abeJany/ejoL

ve 82 vel L€ Japenp yuno4

9l 43 6 LE :lapenp piylL

€2 12 0S5} 8y :Japenp puodes

8l 0 ol 14 :depenp isii4
SuoeulIlwLId | sajenpely sweliboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | €0/20 JeaA [edsld
SL ovl S.°09} 44" ,9beseny/jeloL

! Ly Syl ge Japenp yuno4

cc LE evl SS :lapenp palyL

L 6¢ 091 €e :depenp puodls

Ge 6€ S61 62 -Japenp 1sii4
suoljeulua sajenpelr) sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | Z0/1L0 1eaA |edsid

Appendix 4,
Chart @

OdNOH OIY ‘NOILLYD01 1d4Nn02

¥002/€002 HONOYH.L 2002/100¢€ SHYIA TVISId

140d34d NOSIHVYdNOD TVIILSILY1S




-abelone ue se passeldxe si weiboid uj y

%EY + %EL + %EVYL + %6'C - :ebuey) abejusdiad

54 9¢ 9G 89 ,obelaay/ejol

0] ! 8 Gg 8l J|uenp yuno4

cl Ll 514 6} -Japenp paiylL

cl I 19 L} -1I9uenp puodes

6 9 95 vl -1auenp 1sdid
suoljeujwia] sajenpe.s sweibo.d uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | $0/€0 1eaA |Bedasid
%0€ + %V CE - %S°C - %P'v6 + :abuey) abejuadiad
3 €2 6v 0L ,2beJany/elolL

9 0l 95 12 lauenp yunod

6 4 LS 0¢ -lduenp pAlyL

8 8 44 Ll :131Jenp puoIas

L € Ly 81 :Jauenp 1sd14
SuOoneUIWLId] sajenpe.in sweibo.d uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | £0/20 JeaA |edsid
€¢ 14> G209 o¢ .abeiany/jeioL

I 0l 1% G Jayenp yunod

€ 0] ! 514 6 :Jlauenp paiyL

9 c Ly 0] :JIauenp puolas

€l ¢l 09 cl zlauenp) 1s41d
SUOoljeuIuLId ] sajenpeln sweubo.d uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | Z0/10 JeaA |easid

Appendix 4,

Chart 10

VOINOI V.LNVS ‘NOILYOO1 1dNn02

¥002/€002 HONOYH.L 2002/1002 SHV3A TVOSId

1H4Od34 NOSIHVdNOD TVIILSILVY 1S




‘abesene ue se passaidxe s| weiboid U |

%LT - %8 b - %8¢ + 6'EC - :abuey abejusaied

(44 e ! 0L ,obeJany/eiol

Ll 0 66 6 Jauenp yunod

0l Ll €Ll 12 :J9uenp pAiyL

Gl Gl 9L 6 :ja)lenp puodag

4 0 2el LE :Jouenp isii4
suoljeuiwIa | sajenpe.lr) sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | P0/€0 JeaA |edsid
%EE + %G5G + %SVl - %L 0} - :ebuey) abejusdiad

09 8G GZ'88 26 abelany/eioL

8 L) 6. 02 layienp yunoj

02 0 ) 9l :Jalenp paiyL

€2 81 88 /2 :Japenp puodag

6 €2 20} 62 :Jouenp 1sai4
suoljeulwsa | sajenpe.tr) swesboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | £0/20 ieaA |edsid
14 GG G20} €0} ,abeJany/elol

2t 82 6L} 44 layenp yunog

S 0 €6 X3 :J9penp paiylL

ol Gl L0} 61 :JaUENY puodag

8l 2l 00} K3 :Japenp 1siid
SUOBUIWLID | sajenpeur) swelboid u| SUOISSIWPY M3N | 20/L0 JeaA |easiq

Appendix 4,
Chart 11

SANN NVA ‘NOILVYOO1 14N0J

¥002/€002 HONOHH.L 2002/1002 SHY3IA TVISId

1H0Od34d NOSIHVdINOD TVIILSILV LS




‘obeiene ue se passeidxa s weiboid | |

ok...om + m\omN—. + nxum. .N.P + o\om.ww -4 uomcwco Omw..—cao___wn_

69 /2 6. 00} 2besany/eio

8l 0 8. ve lapenp yunog

22 vl 6. 61 :jouenp paiyL

02 0 /8 Ly :1apenp puodas

6 el WA 9l :lapenp 1sii4
suoneulwla] sajenpeur) swelbo.id uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | P0/€0 I1B3A |BdSid
%01 + %EY + %L°LS + %E2E + :abuey) abejuasiad

o 27 GZ'/9 98 abeany/ejoL

Ll el 09 vl lapenp yunog

el 0 0L 8} :19penp pAIyL

Gl L g9 Ll lEND PUDISS

8l 0 v/ L€ :1epenp 1sii4
suojjeujwa] sajenpeur) sweibo.id uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | £0/20 JeaA |edasid
2y g S G9 abesany/je1o]

Ll 8 8¢ 2e jeuenp yunod

el 8 ev 9l :ayenp paiyl

el 0 o ol :Ialenp puodas

g L 1S / :Jauenp 1414
SuoBeUILLId | sajenpelr) sweibo.id uj SUoISSIWPY MaN | Z0/1L0 1e3A |easid

Appendix 4,
Chart 12

d3ILLIHW/LSV3IHLNOS ‘NOILVYIJ01 14N0J
¥002/€00¢ HONOYHH.L 200¢/100¢ SHY3IA TVOSId

1HOd34 NOSIHYdWNOD TVIILLSILY LS




‘abeione ue se pessaidxe s| weiboid u| |

%G1 + %G9 + %L LL - %8'G - zabuey) abejusdied

€8 85 001 el abeiany/eio]

Gl Ll 26 92 layenp yuno4

€2 0l 66 L€ :Jauenp pAiyL

02 61 00} 2e :JoienY puodes

14 el 601 ve :lapenp 1sai4
suolneuiwIa | sajenpe.is sweiboid u| SUOISSIWPY MaN | $0/€0 1eaA |edsid
%6 + %S0 - %bLL+ %S 9L+ :abuey abejusdiad

2l GE G2l 0zl abelany/ejo

92 3 0z}t GE JaUEND yuno4

22 9 ran 62 :19uenp paiyL

6 Ll CLl 0 :Jalenp puodss

Gl Gl €0} 92 :lopenp 1s4i4
suoneulwial sajenpelr) swelbouid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | €0/20 1edA |eoSId
99 a4 101 €0l obeJany/ejo L

9 L .8 LE lauenp yuno4

G2 6l 0l Vi -iluenp paylL

Al 3 /6 Ve :Jopenp puodas

X4 L 149! Gl :auenp 1s4i4
suoneulwId ] sajenpeln sweiboud u| SUOISSIWPY MaN | Z0/1L0 JeaA |easid

Appendix 4,
Chart 13

1HNOD HNHA H3ANI440 A3IONILNIS ‘NOILVYIOT 1dN0D

#002/€002 HONOYHHL 2002/1002 SHYIA TVISId

140d34 NOSIHVdINOD TVIILSILVLS




Appendix 5

oluedsiH [BD
eMejsey .
.

-~

juswiess |
Apoisno-u|

suno) Brnug
- @jlusAnp

10jeS|UIWPY
eieq JojRAS|UIWPY
20020 Sinoa
SINDA
. nsliu.— : I.
aseqeleq =8 aseqeleq
ajiuaAnp =\ Unpy
—_

sap8uy soT Jo Liunon)
32NIWIWON) TOREWPI00”) dnsn( [eurmE’) pimijuno))

SINOA

joedw|

18jUen) B2ISN[ [BUIWLYD

z)j04 ebpuuoys ese|D

o4

BUBZIR)|
isjseaue]
1hejep adojiuy

aavon
dS/yoeeg Buon

y— SHE
Hneo by BUOWOd
iepuslo
padusiuas (y— SPleus
uoydwio)
OV EN/ 831
VY883
SHUNoH m_.._._ﬂ . ; (- Bueziey
Apunwwo) A sAnN Uep
— davos
Iseayinosg
® dvyavy
Sel%a poomejbu
juswiesi |
er Oy oedul
: ~ BUBpESEd
H— W10

(SIOMO] UIM ]|

A yoes vonuereg |

jeuoibey Aimuan

WoISAQ UONBWIOFUT JUIWISEURA 13007) Sni(]

BOILOW BJUBS

KeileA PIv
OpuoH oIy

yoeduw)

I8ue)) aansne
[BUIWLD Z}j04
ebpupoys ereld




Appendix &

%¢c 9¢
uBOUBWY
ueOU)Y

%6Cy
oluedsiH
%LL2
SUUM o T %e'l
d %¥'0 T depuas
%REL ueouaWY oljioBd ueISY

1B8Yyio aAneN

Anouyig Aq syuedionied aandy

waysAs uoheuloju| juawabeuey unoy Brug aaunos)

002 ‘0€ aunp - €002 ‘I Ainp

SLNVdIOILHVd LHNOD DNHA 3AILIV

_ %E'92
s[ews

Japuay Agq
sjuedionied aAnoy




Appendix 7

%<CE
uedUBWY
ueduly

%0%
olueds|H

4 %E
SNUM - lepuels|

%z JlI0Rd UBISY
1BUI0

dnous) s1uy13 Aq sajenpels)

WwasAS uoneuuoju| juswabeueyy unod Brig :80INos|

002 ‘0€ aunf - €002 ‘} AInp

S31LvNAvdd LHNOD ODNHa

%59

e -

| %SE
aewa4

Japuay) Aq sajenpels)




Appendix 8

SAOIBE [BjliBid UOIIEGOL] "eINOg

%Ll
SNOILDIANOD ON

[suononuo) 618]
uMOp)ealg UOIIDIAUOCY

N

fiejes
B yljesHy

aley WSIAIpIoaY

%CE
9P %62
|euad %L 8pod
apo) d®8 ETRTTTETY
jedidunpy
apo)

Aq umopyeaig uoidIAu0)

[#00Z ‘O€ @unr - G661 sunr :sejenpels 118°Z]
sajenpeJs) 1no) bnig Ajunwwo)
:S31VH WSIAIQIO3Y




9)E|ISBT .0} SUOIBUILLIAY JO JBQINU 8yl 8ABY Jou 0g — /N ,

‘abe.lane ue se passaldxa si weiboid uj |

> V/N % L'C + % G'8E - % 9°8S - :abuey) abejuasiad

19 GL'L8 €5 abesany/jejo|

0€ ¢l 9 auenp yuno4

14 I8 6} -13uenp piylL

Gl £8 ol :13lienp) puosasg

¢l c6 8l :lauenp 18414

suoljeuwIa | sajenpesn sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | t0/S0 1eaA |edsid
o%pE - %L1+ %G" L2+ %29 + :abuey) abejuaoied

8Y 02 gel 82!t ,dbesany/jeloL
Jauenp yuno4

-dayenp piiylL

:lapienp puodag

:lauenp isai4

suoljeulwIad | sajenpeln sweibo.d uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | £0/20 JeaA [easid
€L 81 G601 6L abeiany/lejo|

vl LI LZl L Jauenp yuno4

el 0 GLI 22 :Japenp paiylL

2l L 201 G2 1Jauenp puodses

LE 0 68 ol Japenp i1sdi4
suoleujwIa | sajenpein sweibo.d u| SUOISSIWPY M3BN | Z0/10 JeaA |edasid

Appendix 9
Chart 1

S14NO02 DNHA ITNIANF JAIMALNNOD

¥002/€002 HONOYHHL 2002/1002 SHVIA TVISId

1H40d34d NOSIHVdNOD TVIILSILVLS




‘afieione ue se passaidxe s weiboid uj
‘abeiene ue se pessaidxe s weiboid u| ,
-abeiane ue se passaidxe s| ueiboid u| |

%189 - %001 + %L P - %9°€G - :abuey) abejuaoiad
ch 92 5SS 6¢ 2besaay/elol

0 0 44 I Japenp yuno4

€ 14 (4] el -dapienp paiyL

8 0] 09 8 :Jauenp puodas

I cl 99 Ll :Jlapenp 1sdi4
SuoneUIWLId | sajenpein sweliboid uj SUOISSIWPY M@N | t0/€0 JeaA |edsid
%6 + %LL - %.L2E + %y Ly + :abuey) abejuasiad

8¢ €l G'66 8 ,obeiany/ejoL

)" 0 601 8l iauenp yuno4

Ll L 60} 9z :1auenp paiylL

9 9 G6 ¥4 :Japenp puodag

L 0 G8 6} -J8uenp i1sii4
suolneuIw.Iad | sajenpelsn sweiboid uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | £0/20 JeaA |edsid
S€ i SL LS ,dbesany/eloL

¢l L G8 14 Jauenp ypuno4

6 0 08 6 -dapenp paiyl

L L Sl 12 :1I9uenp puodss

L 0 19 € -dayenp i1s4i4
SUOljeUIWLId | sajenpels sweiboud uj SUOISSIWPY M3N | Z0/L0 JeaA [edsid

Appendix 9
Chart 2

1HOd34 NOSIHVdNOD TVIILSILV LS

1HNOD HDNHA ITNIANF HYINTAS ‘NOILYIO0T LHNOD
¥002/€002 HONOYHH.L 2002/1L002 SHY3A TTvISId




‘abesene ue se pesseidxa si weiboid uj ,
‘abeiene ue se passaidxe s weiboid uj |

% 9°8¢C + V/N %0L1 - :abuey abejusdiad
6 /2 vl -abelany/jelo] |

4 0€ S Japenp yuno4

62 9 :Jauenp payL

G €2 Z :Jauenp puodas

92 | :1auenp jsiid

suoneuiwid | sajenpe.lr) swelbo.id u| SUOISSIWPY MaN | $0/€0 JeaA |edsid
%EE - %SL + %G'GG + :abuey) abejusdiad

0l L € ,obeJany/elol
Japenp yunod

:191enp pAiyL

1JIduEND puodas

:lauenp 1siid

suoljeulwsa | sajenpeln sweiboud uj SUOISSIWPY MaN | £0/20 1eaA |edsld
Gl 4 Ve 44 abeJany/eloL

4 4 a4 . Japenp yynod

4 0 GE € :491enp pliyL

S 0 e ¥ :J9lenp puodRs

t 0 82 ¢ :J9penp isiid
suoneuiwis | sajenpelx) m:._m._mohn_ uj SUOISSIWPY MaN 20/10 ieaj |edsid

LHNOD DNHA FTUNIANF INVILSYI ‘NOILVIOT 1HNOD

Appendix 9
Chart 3

£002/2002 HONOHHL 2002/L002 SHY3IA TvISId

1H40d34d NOSIHVdINOD TVIILSILVLS



Appendix 10

X ¥
x X X

weigoig uno) Sni(y
Kpunay sypaiupy soq T

98JILLIOY) UOIBUIPIOO))
aolisn [eulwl) apimAiuno)

+

slosiAledng Jo pieog

200z AInp 0002 Ainp
18)SEOUET olpad ueg
JAajep adopiuy / yoeag Buom
6661 fBp 6661 Bunp
sajebuy so 1583 BUDWO
LiB)SAS LONBULOJ)
Juswabeueyy
unog Brug ]
SInoa 8661 (udy g681 ABiy
SInOad uojdwon BUSPESEY
usuneal
Aporsna-uy m&g
Aujioeq uonueleq [ e g6l Aenuep
_mra_mom E:Emo Wmmmmp " W uoiBay 1sem
. SI8pPIACId zooz Aine gs6L AIne e i [BILOY BJUES
e usuesl | unoon unon
ApoTsna-ul S uBLom 8|luBaAN{* ayelSE] BlIUBANE JeWAg /661 eunr
Aoeq uonueleq [ OpUBUIE UBS %%%orxxﬁm.
S13MO| UM | a|gEpunoy LMWW _.Oﬁawm_“”“ﬂ /sAnpy uep |
sab
Soo_w::nn_ [euLLD Z}|04 ¥661 few
Sedines - afpupous BIB[D /661 |udy i|ysn aonsnp
[eL18id/uolRq0ld pooma|bu [BUILLD Z1[04
afipupoys B18D
syusuodwo sunon bnu
' 9 sunon Bniqg Hnog brig sunon Bnig
weiboig ispuayQ
seapIWWoogns ajlusAnp Auunwwon
[eiare|j0D psousjues
aapIwwooqns
wbisisn0
uno) Bnug
(0oro90)




